REMARKS 

This is a preliminary amendment to be entered with a Request For Continued 
Examination, and represents a full and timely response to the outstanding final Office 
Action mailed April 21, 2004. Applicant has cancelled claims 1-44 without prejudice, 
waiver, or disclaimer, and newly added clams 45-86 are currently pending. 
Reconsideration and allowance of the application and pending claims are respectfully 
requested. 

I. Rejection of Claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
A. Statement of the Rejection 

In the final Office Action, claims 2-6, 9-15, 17-20, 22, 24-26, 28-29, 31-33, 35-36, 
and 44 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Farwell 
(U.S. Pat. No. 5,650,831) in view of Magid, et al ^Magid^ U.S. Pat. No. 5,764,873). 
Also, claims 1 and 23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Farwell and Magid as applied to claims 6 and 26 above, in further view 
of Etheredge (U.S. Pat. No. 5,990,890). Further, claims 7 and 27 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Farwell and Magid in view of 
Stallkamp (U.S. Pat. No. 4,827,250). Also in the final Office Action, claims 16, 30 and 37- 
42 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Farwell and 
Magid m view of Bertram (U.S. Pat. No. 5,737,028). 

As claims 1-44 have been cancelled, Applicant respectfully submits that the . 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) has been rendered moot. However, Applicant will 
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address some of the patentable features of claims 45-86 over the cited 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
references. 



B. Discussion of the Rejection 

As acknowledged by the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office ("USPTO") has the burden under section 103 to establish a proper 
case of obviousness by showing some objective teaching in the prior art or generally 
available knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art that would lead that individual to the 
claimed invention. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 
1988). Accordingly, to make a proper case for obviousness, there must be some prior art 
teaching or established knowledge that would suggest to a person having ordinary skill in 
the pertinent art to fill the voids apparent in the applied reference. It is respectfully asserted 
that no such case has been made in the outstanding Office Action. 

Independent Claim 45 

As provided in independent claim 45, Applicant claims (emphasis added): 

45. A system that enables a user to navigate among television channels 
and to navigate program guide data and media guide data, the system 
comprising: 

a remote control having a plurality of keys, including a first key 
and a second key; and 

a set-top terminal (STT) communicatively coupled to the remote 
control and a server, the STT including: 

a memory configured to store a plurality of programmed modules 
and a plurality of data components, each said programmed module 
comprising a respective set of executable processor instructions, wherein 
the plurality of programmed modules includes a first programmed module 
corresponding to a navigation logic, wherein the plurality of data 
components includes an input registry, wherein a second programmed 
module different than the first programmed module provides data 



corresponding to activation of the first and second key to the navigation 
logic; and 

a processor configured to execute the navigation logic and access 
the input registry, 

wherein the input registry associates the first key exclusively to 
the navigation logic, the first key corresponding to a television channel 
navigation functionality, 

wherein the navigation logic is configured to provide a user 
television program of a first television channel responsive to a first user 
input corresponding to an activation of the first key, 

wherein the navigation logic is configured to provide drag and 
drop functionality responsive to a second user input corresponding to an 
activation of the second key, the second key corresponding to the drag and 
drop functionality. 

None of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least the emphasized claim features. For example, referring to primary references 
Farwell and Magid, in Farwell, a home entertainment system is disclosed that uses a 
personal computer as the heart of the system, the computer having digital satellite 
broadcast reception capabilities (see Abstract and Figure 4). However, there is nothing 
to indicate that Farwell enables a user to both navigate program guide data and media 
guide data. Further, from the description in column 9 of remote control/computer 
architecture to enable drag and drop functionality, there is no explicit or implicit mention 
of an input registry that associates the first key exclusively to the navigation logic nor is 
there any teaching or suggestion that the same logic is used also to provide drag and drop 
functionality. In other words, nothing in Farwell or any of the other references discloses, 
teaches, or suggests that channel navigation input prompted by a user is provided 
exclusively to a single component (i.e., the navigation logic) that also handles drag and 
drop functionality. Magid, with its emphasis on computer systems, fails at the very least 
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to disclose, teach, or suggest channel navigation. The emphasized features similarly are 
not taught in the other references of record. 

Because independent claim 45 is allowable over the cited references, dependent 
claims 46-67 are allowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent 
claims 46-67 contain all elements of their respective base claim. See, e.g., In re Fine, 837 
F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 

Independent Claim 68 

As provided in independent claim 68, Applicant claims (emphasis added): 

68. A television set-top terminal ("STT") for enabling a user to 
navigate television program data and media guide data, the STT being 
communicatively coupled to a server and comprising: 

a tuner configured to receive a first data set corresponding to 
program guide data for respective television programs and a second data 
set corresponding to media guide data for respective on-demand media; 

at least one processor configured to execute a plurality of 
programmed modules, each said programmed module comprising a 
respective set of executable processor instructions; 

a first programmed module of the plurality of programmed 
modules configured to perform a drag and drop operation on a first 
displayed visual object corresponding to a portion of the first data set 
and the drag and drop operation on a second displayed visual object 
corresponding to a portion of the second data set, and 

memory configured to store the first data set and the second data 
set, the plurality of programmed modules, a first container database, a 
second container database, and an object repository for information 
associated with a portion of the first data set and information associated 
with a portion of the second data set, 

wherein the first container database is associated with a first type 
of displayed visual destination and the second container database is 
associated with a second type of displayed visual destination, 

wherein information associated with the second displayed visual 
object is provided to the first programmed module, 

wherein information associated with the second displayed visual 
object is configured for storage in the first container database and the 
second container database, 
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wherein information associated with the first displayed visual 
object is provided to the first programmed module and configured for 
storage in the first container database, 

wherein a first portion of the memory is exclusive for the first 
container database, a second portion of the memory is exclusive for the 
second container database, 

wherein the first type of displayed visual destination corresponds to 
a first type of television functionality and the second type of displayed 
visual destination corresponds to a second type of television functionality 
different than the first type of television functionality. 

None of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least the emphasized claim features. For instance, Farwell does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest a tuner configured to receive a first data set corresponding to program guide 
data for respective television programs and a second data set corresponding to media 
guide data for respective on-demand media. Nor is there any discussion on different 
containers used for different data sets, as indicated by the claim elements including a first 
programmed module of the plurality of programmed modules configured to perform a 
drag and drop operation on a first displayed visual object corresponding to a portion of 
the first data set and the drag and drop operation on a second displayed visual object 
corresponding to a portion of the second data set. Magid of course is directed to 
computer arts, and thus is void of any teachings or suggestions on handling program 
guide data and media guide data. The emphasized features similarly are not taught in the 
other references of record. 

Because independent claim 68 is allowable over the cited references, dependent 
claims 69-75 are allowable as a matter of law. 

Independent Claim 76 

As provided in independent claim 76, Applicant claims (emphasis added): 
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76. (Newly Added) A television set-top terminal ("STT") for enabling 
a user to navigate television program data, the STT being 
communicatively coupled to a server and comprising: 

a tuner configured to receive a first data set corresponding to 
program guide data for respective television programs; 

at least one processor configured to execute logic comprising a 
respective set of executable processor instructions, wherein the logic is 
configured to perform a drag and drop operation on a first displayed 
visual object corresponding to a portion of the first data set, the logic 
enabling the drag and drop operation of the first displayed visual object 
from a first screen to a second screen; and 

memory configured to store the first data set, the logic, information 
associated with the portion of the first data set, and a first container 
database corresponding to the destination of the first visual object, 

wherein the first displayed visual object is enabled as input to the 
logic and for output to a second displayed visual object in the second 
screen, said second displayed visual obj ect corresponding to the 
destination of the first visual object. 

None of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least the emphasized claim features. For example, again referring to Farwell, drag and 
drop functionality is shown as involving translation of objects on a single screen (see 
Figure 13). The emphasized features similarly are not taught in the other references of 
record. 

Because independent claim 76 is allowable over the cited references, dependent 
claims 77-78 are allowable as a matter of law. 
Independent Claim 79 

As provided in independent claim 79, Applicant claims (emphasis added): 

79. A method for enabling a user to navigate television program data, 
the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a first data set corresponding to program guide data for 
respective television programs; and 

performing a drag and drop operation on a first displayed visual 
object corresponding to a portion of the first data set, the first displayed 
visual object being translated from a first screen to a second displayed 
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visual object corresponding to the destination of the first visual object in a 
second screen. 

None of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least the emphasized claim features. For example, as discussed above, Farwell shows 
drag and drop functionality as involving translation of objects on a single screen (see 
Figure 13). The emphasized features similarly are not taught in the other references of 
record. 

Because independent claim 79 is allowable over the cited references, dependent 
claims 80-81 are allowable as a matter of law. 
Independent Claim 82 

As provided in independent claim 82, Applicant claims (emphasis added): 

82. (Newly Added) A television set-top terminal ("STT") for enabling 
a user to navigate television channels and to perform drag and drop 
functionality on displayed program guide data, the STT being 
communicatively coupled to a server and comprising: 

a tuner configured to receive program guide data for respective 
television programs; 

at least one processor configured to execute a plurality of 
programmed modules, each said programmed module comprising a 
respective set of executable processor instructions; 

a remote control having a first plurality of keys and a second 
plurality of keys, each key in the first plurality of keys different to each 
key in the second plurality of keys, wherein each key in the first plurality 
of keys corresponds to a television channel navigation functionality, 
wherein the first plurality of keys includes a first key and the second 
plurality of keys includes a second key; 

an input registry associating each key in the first and second 
plurality of keys to at least one programmed module, wherein each key 
in the first plurality of keys is associated exclusively to a first 
programmed module and each key in the second plurality of keys are 
associated with the first programmed module; and 

memory configured to store the input registry, the program guide 
data, and the plurality of programmed modules, 
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wherein a first data corresponding to the first key is provided to 
the first programmed module responsive to the user activating the first 
key, 

wherein a second program module that is different than the first 
programmed module displays a portion of the program guide data, 

wherein a second data corresponding to a second key in the 
second plurality of keys is provided to the first programmed module 
responsive to the user activating the drag-and-drop functionality with 
the second key on the displayed portion of the program guide data. 

None of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose, teach, or suggest 
at least the emphasized claim features. For instance, Farwell does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest an input registry associating each key in the first and second plurality of keys 
to at least one programmed module, wherein each key in the first plurality of keys is 
associated exclusively to a first programmed module and each key in the second 
plurality of keys are associated with the first programmed module. In other words, 
nothing in Farwell or any of the other references discloses, teaches, or suggests that 
channel navigation input prompted by a user is provided exclusively to a single 
component (i.e., the first programmed module) that also handles drag and drop 
functionality. The emphasized features similarly are not taught in the other references of 
record. 

Because independent claim 82 is allowable over the cited references, dependent 
claims 83-86 are allowable as a matter of law. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicant respectfully submits that Applicant's pending claims are in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application and all 
pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a 



telephonic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, the Examiner is 
invited to call the undersigned attorney at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully s 




JeTfrey Pc-Kuester, Reg. No 



THOMAS, KAYDEN, 
HORSTEMEYER & RISLEY, L.L.P. 

Suite 1750 

100 Galleria Parkway N.W. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
(770) 933-9500 
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